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Containing Palestinian extremism
Seeking solutions to the Israeli-Palestinian conflict is futile. Instead, Israel should focus on managing the violent conflict, whose end is, as yet, not in sight.     
The Zionist strategy, whose premise was that Israel was not strong enough to overcome Arab hatred and impose peace, has always played for time, in the hope that Israeli readiness to live peacefully with its neighbors will eventually be reciprocated, as the Arabs realize that Israel is here to stay.

In the meantime, Israel has concentrated primarily on limiting the damage of the armed conflict and on exacting a cost from the other side, which could induce it to gradually adopt a more pragmatic program.
Vis-a-vis the Arab states, the military component of this grand strategy was designed to build up deterrence and when deterrence failed, to escalate and achieve a quick and decisive victory. This approach is not suitable, however, for dealing with the Palestinian Authority.
While the IDF can easily reoccupy all the West Bank and the Gaza Strip, such a decisive military action would hardly be wise in terms of cost-benefit analysis. A reoccupation of the territories would allow Israel to collect most weapons and to arrest a large number of the perpetrators of terrorist acts but would not entirely eliminate terror.

Such a large-scale invasion and the ensuing clean-up operations might be costly in terms of casualties. Moreover, Israeli society could hardly stomach the responsibility for the well-being of several million Palestinians. The political repercussions of an invasion are mostly negative as the international community, and primarily Israel's chief ally, the United States, would not condone it. It might also bring about undesirable international involvement and might constitute a breaking point in the charged bilateral relations with Egypt and Jordan, with whom Israel has signed peace treaties.
The conquest of the PA-ruled territories could lead to its disintegration. While this is not inimical to Israel's interests, this should be the result of obvious Palestinian failures to establish a well-functioning modern state. A failed Palestinian state as a result of mismanagement, corruption, political incompetence and strategic folly would make it more difficult for the Palestinians to blame Israel - the easy way adopted so far to explain most of their misfortunes. It must crumble from within.
The Palestinians' stubborn reluctance to accept any responsibility for the outcomes of the protracted conflict imposed on the Jews is a significant contributing factor in its inability to reach a compromise.

As an all out war is not a good option, sophisticated strategy of attrition, which is congruent with the low-intensity warfare conducted so far, is more suitable for the current predicament. Such a strategy requires a well-calibrated mix of firm but limited military steps, economic sanctions and a determination to prove that things may get better only through cooperation with Israel.

The military pressure should be stepped up by intermittent pinpoint attacks on the terrorist organizations. The luxurious life of the Palestinian leadership (in sharp contrast to the misery of the people) should be targeted. Attacks on Gilo might stop if affluent neighborhoods in Ramallah are given a taste of similar treatment. 

The military dimension should be accompanied with selective economic pressures, such as rewarding less hostile villages and areas with improved living conditions and access to the Israeli labor market. Electricity, which Israel still supplies to the PA, can be turned into a weapon. The Palestinian upper class, which naturally consumes more than the rest of the population, is particularly vulnerable. Sticks and carrots have always worked in international relations.
Israel can afford a strategy of attrition that produces results only over time. Israel is militarily and economically stronger and has the resources to sustain a protracted low-intensity conflict. Israel can inflict more damage on the Palestinians than they can in return.
So far, Israel has demonstrated an impressive intelligence capability and the possession of a wide spectrum of precise munitions to enable the IDF to use a policy of discriminate use of force, reducing the number of unnecessary casualties and collateral damage. Such a policy is within the tolerance boundaries of the more dovish elements in Israel, it constrains international criticism and forces the Palestinians to divert some energy to defense. It also creates fear within Palestinian society of being constantly penetrated by the Israeli security services.
Moreover, Israel has managed to keep its own casualties relatively low by an array of defensive measures and devices. This limits the appeal of calls by the radical Left to appease the Palestinians. Indeed, a central element in the strategy of attrition is the maintenance of a large popular consensus in Israel to support the limited war against the PA.
The national unity government, despite the strains from within, facilitates and reflects the remarkable social cohesion of Israeli society in containing the challenges of Palestinian extremism. In addition, the government offers the Palestinians a diplomatic avenue if they quit the violence.
